law. But even so, he could not justify the prohibition
of the use of pork by those other than the Muslims.
IS PAKISTAN THEOCRATIC?
Had not the Quaid-i-Azam said that Pakistan was
not a theocratic State and that it was purely a secular
State? That the claim could not always be justified
in action was, unfortunately, too true. Was the Union
to be a theocratic State and were the tenets of Hinduism
to be imposed on non-Hindus? He hoped not. The
Indian Union would then cease to be a land of hope and
promise, a land to which all Asiatic and African races
looked, indeed the whole world. The world expected
not littleness and fanaticism from India whether as the
Union or Pakistan. It expected greatness and goodness
from which the whole world could derive a lesson and
light in its prevailing darkness.
TREATMENT OF CATTLE
He (the speaker) yielded to none in his devoted
worship of the cow, but that devotion could not be
imposed by law. It would only come by cultivation
of friendship with all non-Hindus including the Muslims
and by correct conduct. The Gujaratis and the Mar-
wadis were supposed to be the foremost in their wish for
the protection of the cow, but they had so far forgotten
the dictates of Hinduism that they would gladly impose
restrictions on others whilst they were grossly ill-treating
the cow and her progeny. Why were the cattle of India
the most neglected? Why had they, as was contended,
become a burden on the land by reason of the poorest
yield of milk in the world? As beasts of burden why
were they grossly ill-treated?
The various pinjrapoles were not institutions to
be proud of. Much money was invested in them, but
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